^ " ^g#^:03P00744 : 585304 #ijMB :q^5^19^11^27B 1 



2003-117784 
1 9 ¥ 1 1 ^ 1 2 B 

3866 5V00 

m± mm m 



fef3^bfc5)s C1®31^P«0^?^®B>5)^^ 6 0BJ':>ll^i-^M.«*tfttt5bT<^i 
• 1 

13 

ii^Jl 1 ici3«!4$n;ts rSuaBU 1 ® 'J it^ X^IS>b^^m±f^n:feHui3U it^ 

Xn ^^^^omf^T"— ^ ^^fflv^T^ IS 1 (Dl^n^m.W^^2(o:^n\z^)-^^ 

U-ltVx^lgj ^::ol^T^ ruit^'XM^ft^Xn^y^cDili^T'— 

• SeS 2 



. ^gS^:03P00744 ^j^#^:585304 ^j^R : ^5^.19:^1 IM 27 B 2/1 

(M5l^IRl(::■3V^-r) 

^BmmmtawimcD c o o 4 3 ] izit. mt^^ x dv^—^ ^ ^ -<> ^ u 13 

mnir^ztmm^nrh^^o l^tz. [0 0 4 9 ]{::(±s r7j<3pij-y-^Xln]SS 
-r ^ C ^ ^^tf ® T' ^ ^ s ig83m(i^0^®i¥^5feSfe0^ici3m^ nfc^JS^ 

:^ IB^ ® a s ® ^ ii -r s ifea a t- ^ o 



c ® jEifis s M ® ^ n -r ^ *5 Pp^ V ^^^3 -It >bs c: ^ V > ^ b ^ TIB * r ^ 

TEL. 03 (3581) 1101 3571 



Attorney Docket No.:03P00744 



Mail ID No.;585304 



Mailing Date; November 27. 2007 



NOTICE OF REASONS FOR REJECTION 



Japanese Application No.: 2003-117784 

Date: November 12, 2007 
Examiner: Ryoji Soga 

To: Kenji Mogami, Patent Attorney 
Applicable Clause: Article 36 

< < FINAL > > 

The present application is rejected for the following reasons. Any argument must be 
submitted v^ithin 60 days from the mailing date of this document. 

REASONS 

1, It is considered that this application does not meet the requirement of 

Article 36, section 6, (2) of the Patent Law with respect to the specification in the 
following points. 



Notes 

(Regarding claim 1) 

Although claim 1 includes the expression ^'a second resizing means for 
resizing the image data by using the image data of the block subject to the resizing 
process outputted from the first resizing means, and the image data of the adjacent 
block obtained from the line storage means," it is unclear how to use ^'the image 
data of the blocks subject to the resizing process" and 'Hhe adjacent blocks of the 
image data" to perform "resize processing in a second direction". 

Specifically, "the adjacent blocks" is read as the adjacent blocks in a 
first direction, so it is unclear why the blocks of the image data adjacent in a first 
direction has to be necessary, when the blocks subject to the resizing processing are 
resized in a second direction. 



Accordingly, claims 1-13 of the inventions are not clear. 

2, It is considered that this application does not meet the requirement 

stipulated in Article 36, section 6, (1) of the Patent Law with respect to the 
specification in the following points. 
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-Regarding claim 1 

In [0043] of the specification, a data of the lowest line is stored to the 
line memory. In addition, [0049] includes the expression ^^Of the output data of 
the horizontal resizing circuit 15, the pixel data of the lowest line of the block are 
stored to the line memory 16, the pixel data of the second line from bottom to the 
line memory 17, and the pixel data of the third line from bottom to the line 18'\ 

Although claim 1 includes the expression ^'a line storage means capable 
of storing at least image data corresponding to one line of the image data outputted 
from the first resizing means", this recitation includes that the outputted image data 
resized by the first resizing means is stored by the arbitral line position. Thus, it 
exceeds the matter of the detailed description of the invention. 

Accordingly, claims 1-13 of the inventions are not described in the 
specification. 

If reasons for rejections are newly found, a Notice of Reasons for 
Rejection would be issued. 



Reasons of the Notice for the Final Office Action 

This is the notice of reasons for rejection which is necessary to notify 
only the reasons for rejection to respond as an amendment after first Office Action. 



In the case where the applicant wishes to ask any questions concerning 
this notice of reasons for rejection, please contact: Tominaga, Image Processing 
Division, Fourth Patent Examination Department (Tel: 03-3581-1101, Extn. 3571) 
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